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Register results 


The following regulations have been issued by Federal agencies. They have all previously been 
summarized in CONSUMER REGISTER as proposals. The extent of consumer comment on each item is 
reported when such information is available. 


@ Health, Education & Welfare Dept. (HEW) is adopting regulations to implement Title IX ot 
the Education Amendments of 1972 which prohibit sex discrimination against women in most edu- 
cational institutions receiving Federal assistance. Admission regulations apply to vocational, profes- 
sional & graduate schools, public undergraduate educational schools (except those that have been 
traditionally & continually single sex). Regulations do not cover admission to preschools, elementary 
& secondary schools (except vocational schools), & private undergraduate schools. However, even 
exempt schools must treat students without discrimination once they have admitted both sexes. HEW 
received 9700 comments on the proposal. The points that drew the most comments dealt with (1) 
athletics; (2) physical education classes; (3) financial aid; (4) foreign scholarships; (5) pension 
benefits; & (6) curriculum & textbooks. Elementary schools have up to a year to comply with the 
physical education classes & athletic provisions. Secondary & college schools are given up to 3 years 
to comply. Other provisions of the regulations must start taking place on July 21, the effective date 
of the regulations. Congress has until July 21 to react to the regulations. Details—Federal Register: 
June 4, page 24127; June 20, 1974, page 22227. CONSUMER REGISTER: July 15, 1974. 


@ On May 21, Federal Trade Commission (FTC) adopted guidelines on the use of endorsements & 
testimonials in advertising. Purpose of the guidelines is to help consumers distinguish fact from 
fiction by making sure that advertisers support their ads with facts. If a product is endorsed by an 
expert in a particular field, FTC says that expert must have special knowledge or experience with 


the product. Details—Federal Register: May 21, page 22127; Dec. 1, 1972, page 25548. CONSUMER 


REGISTER: Jan. 15, 1973. 


Food stamps 


Agriculture Dept.’s Food & Nutrition Service (FNS) 
has increased food stamp allotments & maximum income 
eligibility standards by about 5% in the 48 contiguous 
states & the District of Columbia. (Alaska, Hawaii, 
Virgin Islands & Guam have somewhat higher allotments 
& income eligibility standards; Puerto Rico’s allotment 
& eligibility standards are about the same as those for 
the other 48 states.) 


Allotments are now adjusted semi-annually to reflect 
changes in the cost of Agriculture’s Economy Food Plan— 
which is computed from Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) 
food prices. For example, the cost of the Economy Food 
Plan for February was $162 for a family of 4 with school 
children. This means Agriculture will raise the value of 
the coupon allotment for this size household from $154 
to $162 per month. The highest net monthly income this 
family could have & still be eligible for food stamps would 
be $540. The family would pay $138 for $162 worth of 
stamps. A family of 4 making as little as $30 per month 
would pay only $4 for $162 worth of stamps. 


New allotments will become effective July 1 to reflect 
changes in food prices in February. 


Details—Federal Register: May 7; page 19856; May 13, 
page 20837. 


Defect notification 


July 7 is deadline for comments on National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration’s (NHTSA) proposal to 
amend its defect notification regulation to implement 
sections of the Motor Vehicle & Schoolbus Safety Amend- 
ments of 1974. The regulation has been in effect since 1973 
& tells manufacturers how to notify first owners of cars 
& car equipment concerning: (1) safety-related defect or 
(2) noncompliance with a Federal safety standard. 


Proposed rule specifies 4 types of notifications: 
manufacturer-initiated, NHTSA Administrator-ordered, 
provisional & post-litigation. Proposed rule also includes 
requirements for the following: 


@ Manufacturers’ methods for mailing notifications 
& their obligations to obtain names of car & car equip- 
ment owners. 

@ Informing owners how to notify NHTSA when 
owner believes manufacturer has not corrected defects or 
that remedy is inadequate. 

@ Using first class mail when sending notifications, 
instead of certified mail; & using state motor vehicle 
records or other sources to find registered owners. 

@ Telling owners whether remedy will be by repair, 
replacement or refund (except in the case of replacement 
equipment). If manufacturer replaces equipment, notifica- 
tion would have to describe replacement vehicle or item 
of equipment. If manufacturer remedies by refund, 
notification would have to specify method for computing 
depreciation that can be deducted from the amount of 
the refund. 


Proposed effective date of amended regulation is 
Sept. 1. 


Details—Federal Register: May 6, page 19651. CONSUMER 
NEws: April 1; Dec. 1, 1974. Send comments to Docket 
Section, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, 
400 7th St. SW, Washington, DC 20590. 


Mattress flammability 


Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) has 
published a notice telling consumers that renovated mat- 
tresses intended for sale are subject to the mattress 
flammability standard (FF4-72, as amended) that went 
into effect in June 1973. Standard covers flame resistance 
to a burning cigarette—the primary hazard in mattress 





fires. At the time the standard was adopted, renovated 
mattresses were not referred to specifically. 


Mattress renovation includes (1) replacing ticking 
or batting; (2) stripping a mattress to its springs; (3) 
rebuilding a mattress; or (4) replacing components with 
new or recycled material. 


Consumers who renovate their own mattresses or who 
hire the services of renovators & intend to use the reno- 
vated mattresses themselves do not have to comply with 
the mattress standard. 


Details—Federal Register: May 6, page 19677; Nov. 30, 
1973, page 33069; June 8, 1973, page 15095. CONSUMER 
REGISTER: Jan. 15, 1974; March 1, 1973; July 15, 1972. 
CONSUMER NEWS: June 15, 1972. 


Vocational schools 


Federal Trade Commission (FTC) is republishing 
some of its proposed regulations under a new procedure. 
CONSUMER REGISTER is re-summarizing these proposals to 
give consumers another opportunity to comment. CON- 
SUMER REGISTER summarized FTC’s proposal on vocational 
schools on Oct. 15, 1974. At that time, FTC held hearings 
& asked for comments, which FTC will still consider— 
those comments do not have to be resubmitted. Consumers 
now have until July 14 to comment on the vocational 
school proposal. 


Highlights of the republished proposal include: 

@ Provisions for a 10-day “cooling-off or reaffirma- 
tion” period before contract between prospective student 
& school would become effective. 

@ Provisions for tuition refund in case student drops 
out of school. 

® Disclosure by school regarding its dropout rate & 
number & percentage of enrollees who did not complete 
the course. 

@ Substantiation of school’s employment & earnings 


claims by using school’s own statistics on its placement 
success. 


FTC would also like to hear from consumers who have 
had personal experience with vocational schools & from 
others who have operated or studied such schools. 


Details—Federai Register: May 15, page 21048; Aug. 15, 
1974, page 29385. CONSUMER REGISTER: Oct. 15 & Dec. 15, 
1974. CONSUMER NEWS: Oct. 1, 1973. Send comments to 
Special Assistant Director for Rulemaking, Federal Trade 
Commission, Washington, DC 20580. 


Election campaign reform 


July 1 is deadline for comments on Federal Election 
Commission’s (FEC) questions on various aspects of 
proposed rulemaking to implement the Federal Election 
Campaign Act Amendments of 1974 (Public Law 93-443). 
This law created FEC to regulate finances in election 
campaigns (for the Presidency, & for U.S. Senate & 


House of Representatives) & to keep financial records of 
all such campaigns. 


Some of the questions FEC would like to receive 
comments on are: 

@ Should a candidate unopposed in a primary spend 
the same amount of money during the primary period as 
candidates who are opposed ? 

@ How should a “new political party” be certified 
with respect to public financing for a Presidential elec- 
tion? What actually constitutes a “new party”? 

@ Should “in-kind” services—such as reduced room 
rates—provided by a host city for a national party con- 
vention be included in the national convention expenditure 
limit ? 

@ Should local & state political committees be re- 
quired to register as political committees with FEC? 

@ Should hearings involving complaints filed with 
FEC about a candidate or political committee be open or 
closed to the public? 

@ What should be done with “excess contributions” 
that the law permits an officeholder to use for defraying 
ordinary & necessary expenses? 

@ How should requests under Freedom of Informa- 


tion Act be handled? How does act apply to election 
campaigns? 


Details—Federal Register: June 2, page 23832. Send 
comments to Rulemaking Section, Federal Election Com- 
mission, 1325 K St. NW, Washington, DC 20463. 


Vitamins & minerals 


July 14 is deadline for comments on Food & Drug 
Administration’s (FDA) proposal to classify & regulate 
certain high potency vitamin or mineral dietary supple- 
ments as food is regulated. Proposal would apply to 
dietary supplements that are generally recognized as safe 
(GRAS). High potency preparations of vitamins A & 
D do not meet the GRAS requirements, so they would 
continue to be regulated as prescription drugs. 


FDA’s original regulations required that all products 
providing more than 150% of the U.S. Recommended 
Daily Allowance (RDA) of any vitamin or mineral must 
come under FDA’s drug regulations rather than under 
its food regulations. Originally, FDA said that vitamins 
& minerals providing more than 150% of the RDA might 
be suitable for treating vitamin-mineral deficiencies or 
for other therapeutic purposes, but “were beyond reason- 
able limits of usefulness as dietary supplements for 
healthy individuals.” Later, the U.S. Court of Appeals in 
New York City ruled that GRAS high-potency vitamins 
& minerals for which no therapeutic claims were made 
could not be classified as drugs on the basis of potency 
alone. Therefore, the court said any vitamin or mineral 


product for which a therapeutic claim is made is con- 
sidered a drug. 


Other provisions of the proposal deal with (1) sale of 
single vitamin & mineral products at any potency GRAS, 
& (2) new vitamin-mineral combinations that are different 
from those already permitted by FDA. 


Details—Federal Register: May 28, page 23244. Send 
comments to Hearing Clerk, Food & Drug Administration, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, 


This listing, prepared by Marion Q. Ciaccio, is intended only as summary coverage of selected Federal 
Register items deemed of particular interest to consumers, & it does not affect the legal status or effect of any 
document required or authorized to be published pursuant to Section 5 of Federal Register Act as amended, 44 
U.S.C. 1505. Federal Register is published Monday through Friday (except Federal Government holidays) by 
Office of the Federal Register, National Archives & Records Service, General Services Administration. Sub- 
scription is $5 a month or $45 a year & may be ordered from Superintendent of Documents, Government Print- 
ing Office, Washington, DC 20402. Superintendent also sells copies of Federal Register for 75¢ each, Free copies 


of Federal Register may be available in libraries. 
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Clip this form, fill in blanks, write your comments & mail to agency noted in 


Rate Register CONSUMER REGISTER item. 


F This is my opinion on (title of item in CONSUMER REGISTER) __ 
Mail 
by (name of agency) ss 


@ On May 28, in an initial de- 
cision, the chief administrative 
law judge of the Postal Rate Com- 
mission (PRC) recommended that 
the price of first class postage be 
reduced to 8 1/2¢ an ounce (28 
grams) from the current rate of 
10¢ an ounce. In addition, he rec- 
ommended that second, third & 
fourth class mail rates be in- 
creased. Following is a table show- 
ing present mail rates & proposed 
rates: 


published in Federal Register on (date) ____ 


on (page) ___ 











Recom- 

mended 

Rates 

First class 10¢ oz. 8 1/2¢ oz. 

Postcard 8¢ ea. 5¢ ea. 

Air mail 13¢ oz. 15¢ oz. 

Air postcard 11¢ ea. 10¢ ea. \ : , 

Second class Clip this form, fill in blanks, write your comments & mail to agency noted in 
Advertising 7.3¢ lb. 21.5¢ Ib. COREE TNE Sem. 


Present 


Category Rates* 


Editorial ee eee ib This is my opinion on (title of item in CONSUMER REGISTER) ____ 
itoria : : ; ‘ 
Advertising by (name of agency) : at 
5 9 
aor 5.1¢ Ib. 21.0¢ Ib. published in Federal Register on (date) aes aoe (page) 
(nonprofit) 2.9¢ lb. 11.8¢ lb. 
Third class 7% increase 
Fourth class 57% increase 
*Present mail rates shown in table 
are actually the “temporary” rates 
that consumers have been paying 
since March 1974 while the current 


rate case has been pending before 
PRC. 


PRC is an independent agency 
created in 1970 that—in addition 
to other responsibilities—submits 
recommended decisions to Postal 
Service (PS) on postage rates & 
fees & mail classifications. 
The judge said first class mail 
users have been bearing an unfair 
share of total PS costs & that rates 
for second, third & fourth class Clip this form, fill in blanks, write your comments & mail to agency noted in 
mail should be increased to cover CONSUMER REGISTER item. 
- age gy ser donee This is my opinion on (title of item in CONSUMER REGISTER) _ 
which is supposed to put the post by (name of agency) _— eneite: 
al aia ean Nees published in Federal Register on (date) | on (page) . 
Hearings will take place July 
7 & 8 beginning at 9 a.m. in the ait : - 
Office of the Commissioner, Postal —— - 
Rate Commission, 2000 L St. NW, 
Washington, DC. Consumers may 
attend as observers. Although con- 
sumer comments would not become 
part of the record at this stage 
of the rate case, consumers may 
write—as soon as possible—to the 
Secretary, Postal Rate Commis- 
sion, 2000 L St. NW, Washington, 
DC 20268. 


June 15, 1975 





Rate Register 


(continued) 
Planes 


@ On May 22, Eastern Air- 
lines filed with Civil Aeronautics 
Board (CAB) for a 6% increase 
in all domestic air fares effective 
July 1. Eastern had earlier asked 
that last year’s 4% air fare boost 
(that applied to all airlines) be re- 
newed after June 30, when it is 
scheduled to expire. The 6% in- 
crease would be in addition to the 
4% increase. 


@® May 15 & June 1 RATE 
REGISTER reported similar requests 
for fare increases by Trans World 
Airlines (TWA) & American Air- 
lines. The White House Council on 
Wage & Price Stability (CWPS) 
filed a complaint against those in- 
creases as well as against renewal 
of the 4% increase that both air- 
lines requested. 

Civil Aeronautics Board’s 
(CAB) Office of the Consumer Ad- 
vocate has filed complaints against 
the above increases, as well as 
against Eastern Airlines’ request 
of May 22. 

Transportation Dept. supports 
continuation of the 4% renewal as 
well as American’s & TWA’s re- 
quest for the additional increases. 
Transportation is, however, op- 
posed to TWA’s application for a 
$184 million Federal mail subsidy 
[RATE REGISTER: May 15]. 


@ On May 30, United Airlines 
asked for a 5% increase in all its 
domestic fares beginning July 1. 
United had earlier asked that the 
4% increase be extended beyond 
June 30. 


NoteE—Consumers may comment 
on Eastern’s & United’s rate re- 
quests by writing—as soon as pos- 
sible—to Civil Aeronautics Board, 
Universal Building, Washington, 
DC 20428. 






























